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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This office action is responsive to communication filed on 6/4/2010. 

Response to Amendment 

2. The examiner has acl<nowledged the amended claims 14, 16, and 20. The 112 
second paragraph rejections to claims 14 and 16-25 have been corrected and 
withdrawn accordingly. Claims 1-6 and 13-25 are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments, see pages 9-14, filed 6/4/2010, with respect to the 
rejection(s) of claim(s) under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) and 103(a) have been fully 
considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejections have been withdrawn. 
However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of 
Colson et al. (US 2003/0128229 A1) and Banerjee. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to 
a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1, 2, 4, 5, 13-15, and 20-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Colson et al. (US 2003/01 28229 A1 , hereinafter referred to as 
Colson), and in view of Banerjee et al. (US 2003/0187806 Al , hereinafter referred to 
as Banerjee). 



Application/Control Number: 10/694,429 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2457 

Regarding claim 1, Colson discloses: In a communication system wherein 
a request for web content is transmitted over a communication path from a client 
station to a content server, a method comprising the following functions carried 
out during transmission of the web request within the communication path, 
between the client station and the content server [see at least Fig. 2 and para. 
0016]: 

engaging in interstitial communication with the client station to receive 
user approval to pay the cost [see at least Fig. 3, steps 22, 24; para. 0018 
and 0023, lines 1-4]; and 

after receiving the user approval, sending the request along to the 
content server [see at least Fig. 3 Step 26 and para. 0023, lines 4-7]. 

Colson discloses a cost dependent on how many, if any, advertising 
displays or how old the content is, but fails to disclose computing a size-based 
cost to access the web content. However size-based cost is well known in the 
art as evidenced by Banerjee, who discloses calculating and displaying the cost 
of downloading web content based on file size and bandwidth usage [see at least 
abstract, "calculating...". Fig. 1, para. 0047, "calculating...", para .0050, and para. 
0065, "multiplying. ..adding..."]. It would have been obvious to a person with 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate 
Banerjee's teaching into Colson's method for the purpose of allowing the user to 
vary the cost of viewing content depending on amount of the content by 
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computing a size-based cost to access tlie web content, thereby providing 
differing values to the user depending on the amount of the content [see Colson 
para. 0006, 0022]. 

Regarding claim 2, Colson-Banerjee disclose the method of claim 1 , 
Banerjee further discloses wherein computing the size-based cost to access the 
web content comprises: multiplying a charging-rate by a size of the web content 
[para. 0065]. See motivation in Claim 1. 

Regarding claim 4, Colson discloses: In a communication system wherein 
web content is transmitted over a communication path from a content server to a 
client station, a method comprising the following functions carried out during 
transmission of the web content within the communication path, between the 
content server and the client station [see at least Fig. 2 and para. 0016]: 

engaging in interstitial communication with the client station to receive 

user approval to pay the cost [see at least Fig. 3, steps 22, 24; para. 0018 

and 0023, lines 1-4]; and 

after receiving the user approval, sending the web content along to the 

client station [see at least Fig. 3 Step 26 and para. 0023]. 

Colson discloses a cost dependent on how many, if any, advertising 
displays or how old the content is, but fails to disclose computing a size-based 
cost to access the web content. However size-based cost is well known in the 
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art as evidenced by Banerjee, who discloses calculating and displaying the cost 
of downloading web content based on file size and bandwidth usage [see at least 
abstract, "calculating...". Fig. 1, para. 0047, "calculating...", para .0050, and para. 
0065, "multiplying. ..adding..."]. It would have been obvious to a person with 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate 
Banerjee's teaching into Colson's method for the purpose of allowing the user to 
vary the cost of viewing content depending on amount of the content by 
computing a size-based cost to access the web content, thereby providing 
differing values to the user depending on the amount of the content [see Colson 
para. 0006, 0022]. 

Regarding claim 5, Colson-Banerjee disclose the method of claim 4, 
Banerjee further discloses wherein computing the size-based cost to access the 
web content comprises: multiplying a charging-rate by a size of the web content 
[para. 0065]. See motivation in Claim 4. 

Regarding claim 13, Colson discloses a communication system wherein 
web content is transmitted over a communication path from a content server to a 
client station, the web content defining a hyperlink to be presented by a browser 
running on the client station, the hyperlink pointing to referenced web content 
[see at least Fig. 2 and para. 0016], a method comprising: 

(ii) adding an indication of the size-based cost into the web content, in 

conjunction with the hyperlink, such that the indication will be presented to 
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a user when the web content is presented to the user [see at least FIG. 4, 
and para. 0020-0023, link buttons 36, 38]. 

Colson discloses a cost dependent on how many, if any, advertising 
displays or how old the content is, but fails to disclose computing a size-based 
cost to access the web content. However size-based cost is well known in the 
art as evidenced by Banerjee, who discloses calculating and displaying the cost 
of downloading web content based on file size and bandwidth usage [see at least 
abstract, "calculating...", Fig. 1, para. 0047, "calculating...", para .0050, and para. 
0065, "multiplying. ..adding..."]. It would have been obvious to a person with 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate 
Banerjee's teaching into Colson's method for the purpose of allowing the user to 
vary the cost of viewing content depending on amount of the content by 
computing a size-based cost to access the web content, thereby providing 
differing values to the user depending on the amount of the content [see Colson 
para. 0006, 0022]. 

Regarding claim 14, Colson-Banerjee disclose the method of claim 13, 
Colson further discloses an access channel between content server and client 
station, and carrying out at least the adding within the access channel [see at 
least Fig. 2 and para. 0016]. 



Application/Control Number: 10/694,429 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2457 

Regarding claim 15, Colson-Banerjee disclose the method of claim 13, 
Colson further discloses engaging in interstitial communication with the user to 
collect user-payment of the size-based cost for the referenced web content [Fig. 
3, steps 22-26, para. 0018, 0023]. 

Regarding claim 20, Colson discloses an Intermediation system disposed 
within a web communication path between a client station and a packet-switched 
network [see at least Fig. 2 and para. 0016], the intermediation system 
comprising: 

a network Interface for receiving and sending communications on the 
HTTP communication path, wherein the network interface receives a 
communication that carries web content and the web content defines a 
hyperlink that points to referenced web content [see at least Fig. 2, 
Intermediary web server 18, and para. 0016, 0017]; and 

cost-embellishment logic for inserting into the web content an 
indication of the cost to access the referenced web content and for 
thereby establishing cost-embellished web content [see at least Fig. 4, 
para. 0020]; 

wherein the network Interface sends the cost-embellished web content 
along the communication path for ultimate receipt and presentation of the 
cost-embellished web content by a browser running on the client station 
[see at least Fig. 2, para.0023]. 
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Colson discloses the claimed invention, but fails to teach cost-computation 
logic for computing a size-based cost to access the referenced web content. 
However size-based cost is well known in the art as evidenced by Banerjee, who 
discloses calculating and displaying the cost of downloading web content based 
on file size and bandwidth usage [see at least abstract, "calculating...", Fig. 1, 
para. 0047, "calculating...", para .0050, and para. 0065, 
"multiplying... adding..."]. It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate Banerjee's 
teaching into Colson's method for the purpose of allowing the user to vary the 
cost of viewing content depending on amount of the content by computing a size- 
based cost to access the web content, thereby providing differing values to the 
user depending on the amount of the content [see Colson para. 0006, 0022]. 

Regarding claim 21, Colson-Banerjee disclose the intermediation system 
of claim 20, Banerjee further discloses that the cost-computation logic and cost- 
embellishment logic are embodied in software executable by a processor [para. 
0060]. See motivation in Claim 20. 

Regarding claim 22, Colson-Banerjee disclose the intermediation system 
of claim 20, Colson further discloses wherein the communication path comprises 
an access channel between the client station and a packet-switched network, 
and wherein the intermediation system is disposed within the access channel 
[Fig. 2 and para. 0016]. 
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Regarding claim 23, Colson-Banerjee disclose the intermediation system 
of claim 22, Colson further discloses wherein the client station is a mobile station, 
and the access channel comprises an air interface and a radio access network 
[Figs. 2, 4 and para. 0016, 0020-0023]. 

Regarding claim 24, Colson-Banerjee disclose the Intermediation system 
of claim 22, Banerjee further discloses: size data that specifies the size of the 
referenced web content, wherein the cost-computation logic computes the size- 
based cost at least in part by applying a charging-rate to the size [para. 0065]. 
See motivation In Claim 20. 
6. Claims 3 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Colson and Banerjee as applied to claim 1 , and in view of Kumar et al. (US 
2003/0083041 Al, hereinafter referred to as Kumar). 

Regarding claim 3, Colson and Banerjee discloses the method of claim 2, 
but falls to teach wherein computing the size-based cost to access the web 
content further comprises: selecting the charging rate based at least in part on a 
factor selected from the group consisting of (i) a service level of a user 
requesting the web content. However, Kumar discloses computing the size- 
based cost Is based on the user desired quality of service level [para 0045]. It 
would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate Kumar's teaching into Colson's and 
Banerjee's method for the purpose of providing various service levels by 
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selecting tlie cliarging rate based on service levels of the users requesting the 
web content, thereby satisfying different users with different needs. 

Regarding claim 6, Colson and Banerjee discloses the method of claim 5, 
but fails to teach wherein computing the size-based cost to access the web 
content further comprises: selecting the charging rate based at least in part on a 
factor selected from the group consisting of (i) a service level of a user 
requesting the web content. However, Kumar discloses computing the size- 
based cost is based on the user desired quality of service level [para 0045]. It 
would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate Kumar's teaching into Colson's and 
Banerjee's method for the purpose of providing various service levels by 
selecting the charging rate based on service levels of the users requesting the 
web content, thereby satisfying different users with different needs. 
7. Claims 16-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Banerjee, and in view of Colson. 

Regarding claim 16, Banerjee discloses a communication system wherein 
web content is transmitted over a communication path from a content server to a 
client station, a method comprising, during transmission of the web content within 
the communication path, the following functions: 

receiving the web content [see at least abstract, downloading web 

content]; 
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detecting a liyperlinl^ witliin tlie web content, wlierein the hyperlink 
points to referenced web content [see at least abstract, second web page]; 

determining a cost of the referenced web content based at least in part 
on a size of the referenced web content [see at least abstract, determining 
a download cost for the second web page; para. 0060, 0065]; 

adding into the web content, in conjunction with the hyperlink, an 
indication of the determined cost [see at least abstract, displaying the 
cumulative download cost for the second web page; para. 0060, 0065]; 
and 

whereby the indication will be presented to a user when the web 
content is presented to the user, thereby giving the user an advanced 
notice of the cost of the referenced web content [see at least abstract, 
displaying the cumulative download cost for the second web page, taking 
into account bandwidth cost, usage cost, and any user credits; para. 0060, 
0065]. 

Banerjee discloses the claimed invention, but fails to teach sending the 
web content, including the indication, along the communication path to the client 
station. However, Colson discloses an HTTP communication path in a wireless 
communication system including a portal within a communication path and 
sending the web content, including the indication, along the communication path 
to the client station [see at least Fig. 2, para.0023]. It would have been obvious 
to a person with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
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incorporate Colson's teacliing into Banerjee's metliod for ultimate receipt and 
presentation by tine client station. 



Regarding claim 17, Banerjee and Colson disclose the method of claim 
16, Colson further discloses wherein the communication path comprises an 
access channel between client station and a packet-switched network [Fig. 2, 
para. 0016] the method comprising carrying out the functions within the access 
channel. See motivation in claim 16. 

Regarding claim 18, Banerjee and Colson disclose the method of claim 
16, Banerjee further discloses wherein determining the size-based cost 
comprises multiplying a charging rate by the size of the web content [para. 0065]. 

Regarding claim 19, Banerjee and Colson disclose the method of claim 
16, Banerjee further discloses wherein the web content is defined by a set of 
markup language [para. 0023], and wherein adding the indication of the size- 
based cost in conjunction with the hyperlink comprises adding into the set of 
markup language [para. 0060], adjacent to the hyperlink, display text indicative of 
the size-based cost [para. 0062]. 
8. Claim 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1Q3(a) as being unpatentable over Colson and 
Banerjee as applied to claim 20, and in view of Brown et al. (US 2003/0177248 A1 , 
hereinafter referred to as Brown). 

Regarding claim 25, Colson-Banerjee disclose the intermediation system 
of claim 22, but fails to teach: exception data that indicates whether a user of the 
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client station already has a right to access the referenced web content, wherein 
the cost-embellishment logic doesn't insert the indication of size-based cost if the 
exception data specifies that the user of the client station already has a right to 
access the referenced web content. However, Brown discloses determining 
whether the user has paid-up right to access information to other web content 
[930: Figure 9A & 9B] based on user profile and indicating cost information [cost 
information 830: Figure 8] [cost information is "visit other sponsors" 930: Figure 
9A] for accessing web content to the user by inserting ARI tag to the web content 
[user's profile: 0085] [ARI tag inserted in html code: 0029, 0035, 0036, 0049, 
0052, 0059, 0061, 0062, 0063, 0071, 0074, 0075, 0080, 0088, 0093, 0106, 0107, 
01 17] [Figure 8, 9A & 98]. It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate Brown's teaching 
into Colson's and Banerjee's system for security purpose. 

Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure: 

Kurihara, US 2004/0098470 A1 , has taught a size-based charging scheme. 

Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in 
the references applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings of the art and 
are applied to specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and 
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figures may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant in 
preparing responses, to fully consider the references in entirety as potentially 
teaching all or part of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage 
as taught by the prior art or disclosed by the Examiner. 
In the case of amending the claimed invention, Applicant is respectfully 
requested to indicate the portion(s) of the specification which dictate(s) the 
structure relied on for proper interpretation and also to verify and ascertain the 
metes and bounds of the claimed invention. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MICHAEL C. LAI whose telephone number is 
(571)270-3236. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30 - 5:00 EST. 
If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on (571 ) 272-4001 . The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Michael C. Lai 
13AUG2010 

m/ES DALENCOURT/ 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2457 



